Selected Geologic References for
Naturally-Occurring Asbestos (= N.0.A.),
and Wind-blown Mineral Dust,
with Application to the Exposed Rock and Soil
in the vicinity of the Auburn Damsite Abutments

Compiled on June 30, 2017, by Robert H. Sydnor, California Certified Engineering Geologist #968

This is an abbreviated list for the geologic hazards of mineral dust. Especially useful references for the Auburn Bike Park area are marked with a star * symbol to
assist the reader. These interdisciplinary references include a wide spectrum of papers from diverse journals, including pulmonary health physics of asbestos and
mineral dust.

* Alexander, Earl B., Coleman, Robert G., Keeler-Wolf, T., and Harrison, Susan P., 2007, Serpentine geoecology of western North
America — geology, soils, and vegetation: Oxford University Press, 512 pages. These are all California-based doctoral-level authors.

ASTM Test D-5268, Standard specification for topsoil used for landscaping purposes: American Society for Testing & Materials, 2 p.
www.astm.org

Buseck, Peter R., and Posfai, M., 1999, Airborne minerals and related aerosol particles — effects on climate and the environment:
Proceedings of the National Academy of Sciences, vol. 96, March 1999 issue, p.3372-3379.

California Air Resources Board; Regulations and information on asbestos posted on the web at:
< www.arb.ca.gov / toxics / asbestos / reginfo.htm >

* California Air Resources Board, ARB Test Method 435, Determination of asbestos content in serpentine aggregate:
< www.arb.ca.gov/toxics >  Use of this test method is required by two asbestos Airborne Toxic Control Measures (ATCM's).

Clinkenbeard, John P., Churchill, Ronald K., and Lee, K., editors, 2002, Guidelines for geologic investigations of naturally occurring
asbestos in California: California Geological Survey Special Publication 124, 7 figures, 6 tables, 70 p.

Derbyshire, Edward, 2005, Natural aerosolic mineral dusts and human health — potential effects; Chapter 18 in Selinus, Olle, editor,
Essentials of medical geology — impacts of the natural environment on public health: Academic Press, 832 p., 80 chapters.

Guthrie, George D. Jr., and Mossman, Brooke T., editors, 1993, Health effects of mineral dusts: Reviews in Mineralogy, vol. 28, 584 p.

* Higgins, Christopher T., and Clinkenbeard, John P., 2006, Relative likelihood for the presence of naturally occurring asbestos in
Placer County, California: California Geological Survey, Special Report 190, 45 p., map scale 1:100,000.

National Academy of Medicine, 2006, Asbestos: selected cancers: National Academy of Sciences, Board on Population Health and Public
Health Practice, 394 p. www.nap.edu

Kane, Agnes B., 1993, Epidemiology and pathology of asbestos-related diseases, in Guthrie, G.D., and Mossman, B.T., editors, 1993,
Health effects of mineral dusts: Reviews in Mineralogy, vol. 28, chapter 11, p. 347-359. < www.msa.org >

* Klein, Cornelius, 1993, Rocks, minerals and a dusty world, chapter 2, in Guthrie, G.D., and Mossman, B.T., editors, 1993, Health
effects of mineral dusts: Reviews in Mineralogy, vol. 28, 584 p., chap. 2, p. 7-59. < www.msa.org >

National Research Council, 1984, Asbestiform fibers: nonoccupational health risks: National Academy Press, 334 p.  www.nap.edu

* Sederquist, David, and Kroll, Roy, 2002, The site—specific evaluation of naturally occurring asbestos in the central Sierra Nevada
foothills of California, in Ferriz, H., and Anderson, R.L., editors, Engineering geology practice in northern California: California
Geological Survey Bulletin 210 and Association of Engineering Geologists Special Publication 12, p. 619-628.

Skinner, H. Catherine, and Berger, Antony R., edifors, 2003, Geology and health: Oxford University Press, 26 papers, 192 p.
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Mr. LeFevre and Mr. Muscott
June 26, 2017
Page 2 of 2

Towns such as Downieville and Truckee have thrived economically due to their bicycle-friendly
approaches.

Auburn is the Endurance Capital of the World, home to four bike shops, several bicycling events
and extremely popular mountain biking trails. Yet there are very few safe places for youth to ride
their bicycles, given the steep and rocky terrain of most of the Auburn area, and lack of bicycling
infrastructure in town. The proposed plan provides something for everyone—hikers/runners and
equestrians will benefit from one greatly improved trail skirting the bike park, and one new trail
in the Auburn State Recreation Area. The Auburn Bike Park will fill a great demand from local
youth and families, providing a high quality outdoor recreational experience that will benefit
Auburn area residents for years to come.

Thank you for all of your efforts. We look forward to continuing to support this important project.

Sincerely,

Matt Wetter
President, FATRAC



On Mon, Jun 26, 2017 at 10:41 AM, Matt Wetter <mtwetter76@gmail.com> wrote:
Hello Mr. LeFevre and Mr. Muscott:

Please see the attached letter of support from the Folsom Auburn Trail Riders
Action Coalition (FATRAC) for the proposed plan for the Maidu Bike Project (aka
“‘Auburn Bike Park”). Y ou should also receive a hard copy in the next day or two.

We look forward to working with you in the very near future to put this plan into action!
Kindest Regards,

Matt Wetter
FATRAC President

mtwetter76@gmail.com
916-201-8337
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September 11, 2017

Kahl Muscott

ARD District Administrator
471 Maidu Drive

Auburn, California 95603

Dear Kahi:

In reviewing the attached Concept Plan for the Auburn Bike Park, | find it deliberately misrepresentative
of the complete project. The project description as per the legal notice regarding property the
description includes a picnic area, restrooms, parking and an observation area. On the presentation
piece for the “public information” session an September 21, 2017, the map includes none of these
improvements.

| would strongly request that this map be revised to give a complete picture of what this project truly
does entail. If that corrected/revised map cannot be presented at the September 21 “show and tell”
session, that public meeting should be postponed until a true presentation of the project can be made.

| am probably one of the few souls able to wade through the tedious CEQA Study as completed by
Dudek, dated June, 2017.

| found it very incomplete and lacking in various areas such as:

Road conditions and traffic mitigation. Our present roads are in very poor repair and the road along
Riverview has no curbs, gutters, and shoulders to allow for any additional use.

Safety Hazard: The present road condition represents a hazard to the neighborhood and the residents.
Increase useage will only create additional risk to the community.

Canyon View Useage: This site has not been an asset to the community with the present level of useage
and traffic. The same groups continue to race through the neighborhood in complete and total
disregard for the area. Increased traffic can only worsen the situation. | ceased complaining about
various groups because there was no improvement and/or any level of increased courtesy. My last
complaint was over a man an the lower parking lot exposing himself to various users of the current trail
system. | was appalled to find out from the Placer County Sheriff's Department that the true extent of
such offensive activity in cur community.

Serpentine Rock: The impact of the serpentine rock present in this proposed was vastly understated in
the Dudek Report. The asbestos impact was glossed over and presents a serious hazard to the
community and liability to ARD.



The Improvements: A picnic area, restrooms and parking can only enhance the impact of the homeless
activity in the area. Does ARD really think that this will become anything more than a hospitable site for
the homeless residents to gather with comfortable facilities???? The canyon area has become a visible
magnet to an undesirable portion of our community and poses a threat to the residents of the area.

These are only a few of my concerns about the inappropriateness of this project and the hazards it will
impose of the residents of the area.

| do not feel ARD has the ability to manage these issues and potential liability problems.

Sincerely, ‘
(PU"M Foctr — it

Pat Whitechat Miller

356 Riverview Drive

Auburn, California 95603
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LEGAL NOTICE
Notica of Intent to Adopt a
Mitigated Negative Declaration
The proposed project has been reviewed for enviranmental

impact by the Aubumn Area Recreation and Park District and
determined to have no significant effect on the environment that
cannot be mitigated. A proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration
has been prepared for the project and has been filed with the
County Clerk's office.
BPROJECT TITLE: Maidu Bike Park Project
LEAD AGENCY:  Auburn Area Recreation
and Park District (ARD)

123 Recreation Drive

Auburn, CA 95603-5427

H Kahl Muscott, ARD District Administrator
(530) 885-8461 Ext. 102

PROJECT LOCATION: The project site is located just east of
ARD's offices at 471 Maidu Drive, northwest of the intersection
of Pleasant Avenue and Maidu Drive in south Auburn, The
approximate coordinates for the project site are 38°52'41.00"
north latitude, 121°4°2.08" west longitude.

C o : The proposed project includes
construction and operation of a recreatianal bike park on a £9-
acre site on Maidu Drive. The bike park would provide a variety of
trails and tracks for various skill levels and aclivities. The project
would also include a disabled accessible picnic area, restrooms,
and observation area adjacent 1o the existing Canyon View
Community Center parking lot and maintenance on an existing
trail within the Aubumn State Recreation Area.

: ARD's Board of Direclors will hoid a public hearing on
27 July 2017 at 6:00 pm al the Canyon View Community Center,
471 Maidu Drive, Auburn, CA to consider adopting the Mitigated
Negative Declaration,

: Written comments on this document will
be received from June 2 through July 3. 2017. A copy of the
proposed Miligated Negalive Declaration and Initial Study are
avaitable for public review at ARD offices at 471 Maidu Drive,
Auburn, CA, or online at www.auburnrec.com. Persons interested
in the project should atlend the hearing at which comments will
be accepted.

PUBLISHED IN AUBURN JOURNAL: JUNE 2, 2017
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July 3", 2017

Jamie LeFevre

Bureau of Reclamation
2800 Cottage Way
Sacramento, CA

Electronic submission

Dear Ms. LeFevre;

We purchased our first home in the South Auburn neighborhood 20 years ago due to the
natural beauty of the location and the wonderful, varied, scenic trails in the American
River Canyon. We are avid hikers and bikers and access the trails in the canyon several
times a week. We have been excited to see use in the area increase by runners, hikers,
bikers, and equestrians over as we believe people do best when they get out in nature. We
appreciate and support the Auburn Recreation District’s and the Bureau of Reclamation’s
efforts to find a suitable location for a bike park in Auburn to serve our youth; however,
we do not believe the location of Maidu Drive on BOR property is suitable for a bike
park for children. I have several concerns regarding the Environmental Assessment (EA)
for the Auburn Bike Park.

Please note that my professional career includes 10 years with the United States
Environmental Protection Agency, including 8 years as a Remedial Project Manager for
Superfund sites (sites listed under the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA)). This is an area with naturally occurring
asbestos and will require a mitigation plan as stated in the EA, and, in fact, asbestos was
detected in one sample pulled at the site. Asbestos is a known human carcinogen, and as
such, there is no safe quantity for exposure. In addition, children are particularly
vulnerable to exposure. Due to these items, it appears that the .25% detection limit used
for asbestos sampling is inadequate to determine a safe amount of asbestos exposure for
children expected to use the site.

Due to presence of naturally occurring asbestos in the area, the presence of formations
that contain asbestos, and the sample that contains asbestos, BOR and ARD should not
consider this site for excavation. The natural soils and vegetation overlay the bedrock
and provide a natural cover that prevents disturbance of asbestos and naturally mitigates
any impact from wind, rain and runoff. Thus, the natural cover keeps asbestos in place
and contained. It is not appropriate to proceed with excavation and assume this risk for
our children.

If ARD and BOR proceed with excavation they are potentially assuming future liability
under the Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Act
(CERCLA) as owners and operators due to the presence of asbestos and for impact this
project may have regarding increased exposure to children and local residents. This is a



health and financial risk for the agencies and for the local community and homeowners as
shown by asbestos clean-up actions in other communities such as EI Dorado Hills,
Copperopolis, and at the Atlas Mine Site near Coalinga, CA. ARD and BOR should be
clear regarding assuming such liability for themselves and local homeowners before
proceeding with this project. Any such future clean-up actions would have huge financial
impact on all parties, including local homeowners, as disclosures would be required upon
sale of property, greatly limiting ability to sell, and limiting the selling price.

Finally, I am disappointed that BOR and ARD did not grant a comment period extension
providing the local community more time to research these issues. My husband and |
learned about availability of the EA less than a week before the close of the written
comment period, and our home is located less than 125 yards from the site. | have
worked for the Federal Government on NEPA projects for many years and have always
granted reasonable requests for comment extensions. | am not aware of a project
manager that did not grant such requests and question the ability of this decision to make
the government more friendly and transparent to the public. | am disappointed in the
decision to limit the comment period.

Finally, I am disappointed that ARD and BOR are willing to remove a lovely stretch of
oak woodland including 16 mature oak trees and replace it with bare dirt. We have
enjoyed the woodland immensely over the years and have watched others enjoy it so
much too. | am surprised that ARD has rejected all other sites and hope that both ARD
and BOR will reconsider this plan.

By reference, | am incorporating comments made by Peggy Egli and Richard Hadley.
Please feel free to contact me regarding any questions you may have.

Sincerely,

Janet Whitlock

Homeowner

1930 Vista Del Lago
Auburn, CA








